September 20, 2012

Mr, Lorenzo Ellis
Project Engineer
GLF Construction Corp
80 SW 8" Street
Miami, FL 33130

RE: SR 30 (US 98) Aucilla River Bridge Replacement
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\ dditional Compensation for the Work Associated with Preforming Pile Holes on the

v of the Contractor’s position is based upon written materials submitted to the

04-0%7

: DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD RECOMMENDATION

My, Jim Martin, P.E.

Resident Engineer

FDOT Lake City Construction
710 NW Lake Jeffery Road
Lake City, FL

oration

0873-2-52-01, Taylor County

boration (GLF) and the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) requested a

w Board hearing of a disputed issue. The hearing was held on Sep. 10, 2012 at the FDOT
erter in Lake City, FL. The parties furnished the Board position papers prior to the
ovided a rebuttal response for review prior to the hearing. The Disputes Review Board
onsider the question of entitlement, In accordance with your request the following

red.

the Temporary Work Structure

of the project scope include construction of & new bridge of approximately 1440
demolition of the existing bridge structure. The construction of a temporary
ded in the project scope. A temporary work structure was indicated to facilitate

on

ring presentation. The complete position is available in the Coniractor’s submitted

attems to drive the piles for the Temporary Detour Bridge were

Hnsuel

pessful because of the subsurface conditions

Piling installations beg
design for the tempora
was initiatly performed
the ocation specified,

an with the first template of six piles for the temporary work structure. The GLF
y work structure involved the use of 24 inch diameter steel piles. Pile installation
using “normal driving practices”, A vibratory hammer was used to seat the pile in
hen the piles were driven with an open-ended diesel hammer until bearing




requirements were achi

éved. The pipe piles were reinforced with a 24 inch driving band on the top and

one pile was equipped wWith a driving shoe. During this effoit the piles were ripped, torn, and buckled. Pile
installation could not be achieved with normal driving practices. In the experience of GLF, this indicates
the presence of rock whiich cannat be penetrated using normal driving practices.

On Dree. 9, 2011 Mr. Larenzo Ellis, GLF, project engineer, informed the FDOT that they were having

frouble installing the pi

tip depth design criteria;

ing using normal driving methods.! The FDOT reguested that GLF revisit the pile

The driving criteria wete revised by the Specialty Engineer to include the penetration of at least 10 feet
into firm bearing material pet specification section 5-8.

On Dec. 22, 2011, the FDOT requested a price from GLF for the cost of preforming the pile holes for the
temporary work structure and the Temporary Detour Bridge. It should be noted that both the temporary work
structure and the Temporary Detour Bridge were lump sum pay items. Therefore payment provisions other than
provided in Specification 455-12.9 would have to be explored.” Accordingly, GLF believed that it would be

compensated for the ex

s work as stated in Specification section 455-5.9.3.°

2, Preforming pite holes began

In the last weeks of De

-ember 2011, believing that the payment issue was going to be worked out, GLF mobilized

and began work on preforming the pile holes.

On January 11, 2012
preforming the pile ho

GLF met with the FDOT at the Disirict 2 offices to submif the requested pricing for
es and diseuss moving forward with the project. The FDOT needed more time to review

the submitted pricing. GLF was to continue with what was necessary (o install the piling.

On Janvary 18, 2612, GLF submitted a letter to the FDOT stating that GLF had complied with all requests of the
FDOT and that the issues stated and inpacts were ongoing.

On Febraary 3, 2012,
direction from the FDQ

On February 13, 2012,

On February 13, 2012
paid for preforming the

not having received any response lo its letter dated January 18, 2012, GLF requested
T on how it should proceed.”

GLF again requested direction from the FDOT on how GLF should proceed.”

GLF received a letter from the FDOT advising that no additional compensation would be
pile holes.’

' Email from Lorenzo Eilis (GLF Project Engineer) to William Keen (FDOT Project Administrator) dated

December 9, 201!
2FDOT Standard Spec
3FDOT Standard Sped
* Letter from Lorenzo
January 18,2012

ifications, section 455-12.9
ifications, section 455-12.9.3
illis (GLF Project Engineer) to William Keen (FDOT Project Administrator) dated

S Email fiom Lorenzo Ellis (GLE Project Engineer} to William Keen (FDOT Project Administrator) dated

February 3, 2012

6 Letter from Lorenzo Ellis (GLF Project Engineer) to William Keen (FDOT Project Administrator) dated

Febroary 13, 2012

7 Letter from Jim Marlin (FDOT Resident Engineer) fo Lorenzo Ellis (GLF Project Engineer) dated February 13,

2012




On February 17,2012 GLT responded to the FDOT protesting the decision of the Engineer.*

On February 24, 2012 GLF received a letter from the FDOT explaining its request for pricing for the prefonning
of pile holes and providing authorization for GLF to proceed with preforming. However, additional cotnpensation
for preforming the pile Boles was denied J

responded to the FDOT’s letter dated February 24, 2012 and requested referral of the

On April 9, 2012 GLF
Disputes Review Board. "

dispute fo the Regional

3. TFhe FDOT compenusates contractors for preforming pile holes

The preforming of pile holes is not required for every project, but in section 455-5.9 of the Standard
Specifications the FDQT provides for monetary adjusiment when this contingency is used. More particularly,
Section 455-5.9.2 stales that the FDOT “generally anticipates the necessity for preforming pile holes” and
unequivocally provides|that: '

The Depariment will pay for Preformed Pile Holes when, (1) shown on the plans, (2) required by
the Engineer, of (3) where the Contractor esiablishes that the required results cannot be obtained
when driving tle load bearing piles with the specified driving equipment ...

fes the basis of payment for these circumstances and plainly provides for

Section 455-12.9 provid
| to the contractor over and above the cost of normal pile installation,

additional compensatio

ment is made by the FDOT even when preforming is anticipated by the FDOT at
own on the plans, the specifications direct that the contractor not include the cost
ile driving unit cost, Consequently, payment for preforming pile holes is not

As this additional pay
the time of bid and sh
of preforming in the |

dependent on the pres
will pay the contractqg

The possibility of pre!
price; otherwise, the
preforming was nece
preforming in those i
mechanism in sectioy
when preforming is #

ence of a differing site condition or other unanticipated events. Rather, the FDOT
r for the additional work when it proves necessary.

forming is not a pricing risk to be included in the contractor’s pile driving unit
FDOT would be paying the contractor to preform each pile regardless of whether
ssary, This contract scheme makes perfect sense, as the FDOT only pays for
1stances where preforming is ultimately proven necessary. The payment

435 protects both the FDOT and the contractor, as preforming is only paid for
ctually performed.

¥ Letter from Lorenzo
February 17, 2012

® Letter from Jim Mart
2012

107 etter from Lorenzo
09,2012

Bilis (GLF Project Enginger) to William Keen (FDOT Project Administrator) dated
n (FDOT Resident Engineer) to Lerenzo Ellis {GLF Project Engineer) dated Febrnary 24,

Ellis (GLF Project Engineer) to William Keen (FDOT Project Administrator) dated April




4, The prpforming contingency was shown on the plans

As reflected in the piafns and the design geotechnical rep
for the contingency of preforming pile holes on this project.

ott, the FDOT anticipated and made provision
Sheet B2-5 relates to the foundations and

contains the foilowing note:

“S ,
piles may be

piles in prefor

of 5 feei from

bottom of pref

holes shall be

The geotechnical repq

need for preforming.

ground surface, the ¢
EGS reconmends thq
driving, the following

Hard layers of limestone may be encountered af varying elevations. Driving of

ifficult. If minimum penelration requirements cannol be achiieved, install
wed holes as authorized by the Engineer. Prefornt hole depth a minimum
op of the rock surface. Install piles by driving a minimum of 3 feet below
ormed hole to a reguired capacity or refusal, whichever is less. Preformed
20 [sic] in diameter.”

rt by EGS, although not a Contract Document, likewise recognized the anticipated
EGS cautions that due to hard layers of limestore encountered near the exisiing
iriving of piles at this location will be very difficult ai some locations; therefore,
¢ af locations were (sic) the minimum {ip elevations carmot be reached by normal
be included in the Plans:

o Preform the pile hole to a depth of bwelve (12) feet below the surfuce of the rock;

o Install the|steel H-Pile and drive the pile (o al least three (3) feel below the preformed
depth to the required capacily or refusal, vhichever is fess {Nofe at least three (3)
feet of driving below the perforit (sic) depth is recommended);

o The diameter of the preform [sic] pile hole should be approximately eqial to the

depth of |
and the p
zone.

These provisions den|

particular project, but

contractors during th

The note on plan she
penetration requiren:
achieve minimum pe
preform a pile hole t
provide the contractd
payment mechanisim
meade for preforming

preforming continge:
in section 455-5.9 wy

ve H-Pile 1o eliminate the need fo grout the anmilar space benween the pile
reformed hole — this should resull in a 1ight fit through the preform (sic)

honstrate that the FDOT anticipated that preforming may prove necessary on this
the FDOT did nof undertake to determine during the design process (nor could
- bidding process) which hole(s) would actually have to be preformed.

Lt B2-5 contemplates that preforiming would be required eniy when minimum
Lnts could not first be achieved in the field, When, after first attempting fo
hetration through normal pile driving means, it was deemed necessaty 1o

y achieve the designated penetration, section 455-5.9 obligated the FDOT to

r with compensation for the additional effort of preforming that pile hole. The
in section 455 thus protects both the FDOT and the contractor as payment is
only when preforming is actually performed in the field, In light of the

1cy being shown on the plans, the first trigger for additional compensation stated
15 satisfied.




5. Prefom

-ming Pile Holes Was “Required by the Engincer”

As early as November 28, 2011, GLF had begun to encounter the hard material that was referenced in

the Plan Note #5on S

heet B2-5. Through conversations on the project site with Jim Martin and Ben

Keen with FDOT, it was the general consensus that preforming would be required to achieve the

minimum penetration

confirmation that the

requirements. On December 9, 2011, GLF notified the FDOT by emall, seeking -
-olution was preforming the pile holes. GLF also asked whether the FDOT would

compensate GLF by a supplemental agreement or on a “force account” basis.

On December 22, 201
for installed pile” so t

1, the FDOT responded by email and instructed GLF to submit “the cost per foot
hat the FDOT could “start working on the Supplemental Agreement for payment

on the Preforming the hole for the piles,” On February 24, 2012, wherein the FDOT memorialized its
understanding “that GLF was going ahead with preformed pile holes as all other attempts by GLF had
failed to produce the desired results. . .. ¥ The FDOT also expressly “authorized [GLE] to use
preformed pile holes for the special detour 1 as shown on Sheet B2-5." In light of the FDOT authorizing

GLEF to preform pile t

section 455-5.9 was s

6, Prefor

As explained in some
begin preforming pilg
with g multitude of pi
minimum penetration

authorize preforming
desired results” in its

In short, GLF establis

trigger for additional

7. Altho
Comp

The payment terms o
however, after first 1g
the necessary Supple
purported rationale ig
items, The FDOT’s

Both pay item 102-24
iterus, but that metho
specifications establi
despite the lump sum
specifies a method o}

L

oles on the project, the second trigger for additional compensation stated in
atisfied.

ming Pile Holes Was Proven Necessary by GLI

detail in Point 1 of this position statement, GLF did not seek authorization to
holes on this project until exhausting a multitude of different pile driving methods
le driving equipment. It was not until these methods established that the required
s could not otherwise be obtained that GLF made the request of the FDGT to

The FDOT confitmed “that all other attempts by GLF had failed to ptoduce the
February 24 letter that also authorized preforming on the detour bridge.

hed the necessity of preforming pile holes on the project and satisfied the third
compensation stated in section 455-5.9 in the process.

ugh Lump Sum Ttems of Work, GLF Is Entitled to Additional
ensation

[ section 455-5.9 are satisfied under any ebjective view of the facts, The FDOT,
cognizing that it owed additional compensation and indicating that it would prepare
nental Agreement, changed course and denied entitlement to GLF. The FDOT’s
that both the Temporary Work Structure and Detour Bridge are lump sum pay
reliance on the lump sum nature of the work is misplaced.

1, Special Detour 1, and 103-1-8, Temporary Work Structure are lump sum pay
d of payment is not a transfer of alt plan or field contingencies that may occwr. The

kh that contractors are entitled to additional compensation for lump sum pay items

nature of the work. Stated differently, under the Contract Documenis ump sum
payment and does not transfer all risks to the contractor.




For example, since the lump sum pay item for the Special Detour contains estimated quantities for
temporary embankment, excavation, and temporary pavement, among other items, GLF would be
entitled to an adjustment in the lump sum price for the construction of that work in the event of a
substantial error in those quantilies per section 9-3.3.1.

More germane to the issue at hand is section 9-3.3.2 which provides, in part, that:

“When the plans do not show an estimated plan quanlily or the applicable specifications
do not provide adjustments for contingencies, the FDOT will compensate for any
authorized plan change resuiting in an increase or decrease in the cost of acceptubly
completing the itent by establishing a new unit price through a supplemental agreement

as provided in

4-3.2.7

Although the plans d¢ show that both the Temporary Work Structure and the Detour Bridge are to be
constructed with piles, neither shows an estimated plan quantity for pile installation — thus potentially

implicating section 94
preforming that resuli
Alihough the plans ¢g

3.3.2 and requiring the FDOT to make compensation for the FDOT authorized

ed in an increase in the cost of acceptably completing each lump sum pay itemn.

ntemplate the possibility of preforming, there is nevertheless a change in plan

when put info practicg as nothing in those plans inform as to which piles, in which locations, may

require preforming —
necessitating preforn

if any at all. When there is a change in plan such as actua) driving conditions
ed pile holes, section 9-3.3.2 dictates the FDOT will compensate the contractor for

the extrs costs associated with that effort.

Section 9-3.3.2 provides for an alternate form of relief from ump sum pricing — contingencies. Section
9.3.3.2 provides that lump sum prices are subject tc adjustment when the applicable specifications
already provide for contingencies and here, the appiicable specification — section 455-5.9 - provides for
adjustments for the contingency of having to preform piles. As discussed above, each of the three
triggers for preforming in section 455-5.9 has been satisfied and GLF is entitled to additional
compensation despite the lump sum payment mechanism employed by the FDOT.

Summary — Contractor’s Position

Nothing in the Contr
otherwise informs bi

1ot Documents changes the customary risk-sharing mechanism in section 455-5.9 or
ders that the normat rules regarding payment for preformed pile holes were not

applicable fo this pr:

ect. Had the FDOT intended for the contractor to include the risk of preform pile

holes for all piles installed on the project rather than anticipating additional compensation through the
section 455-5.9 contingency, it would have (a) stated this intent in the plan notes that already address

preforming by expre
modifying section 43
provide additional cq

The FDOT did neith
minimum pile penety
each been satisfied o

sly directing that all costs for preforming be included in the lump sum item, or {b)
5-5.9 by special provision to delete those provisions that obligate the FDOT to
mpensation in the event that preforming is required.

L and GLF is entitled to additional compensation for the work required to achieve
ation through the use of preform pile holes as the triggers in section 455-5.9 have

1 this Project.




EFDOT Position .

The following summary of the FDOT’s position is based upon written materiais submitted to the Board and upon

the hearing presentatiof
has discussed its positi
separately.

Key Points - Tempora

1,

The FDOT furnished p
2 is the pay itern #103-
1

payment type One L

The ¢

constr

1. The complete position is available in the FDT’s submitted written materials. The FDOT
gn with regard to the temporary work structure and the Temporary Detour Bridge

ry Work Structure

ontract documents responsibilify and risks associated with the

\etion of the worl platform upen GLF,with payment to be made as one lump sum.

place the

lans and specifications for the project at the time of award. On plan sheel
1-8 work structure, project number 210873-2-52-01¢(21087325201) with a unit of 1and
p Sum, with a quantity of 1, The plans contain no pay item notes associated with the

pay itewn in the pian slreets. Likewise, the specifications package contains no modifications to the Standard

Specifications for Roa
work structure is in

platferm is found in 8

103-1 Description st

103-1.1 Scop

construction e

Additionally,
C

Marerials:

Tand Bridge Construction 2010 for this item. The appropriate specification for the
he 2010 edition of the specifications. The appropriate language for the work
ection 103 Temporary Work Structures.

ates the following:

e of Work: Construct femporary work structures used solely to supporl

quipment, Temporary structures incinde but are not Iimited fo work bridges,

nder section 103-1.2 _
onstruct the temporary work stucture using materials sufficient fo. handle the

anticipated loads. Assume responsibility for the design of the temporary siruciure.

Finally, in section 103-2 Basis of Payment is 103-2.1 Geweral: The wnit price for the
temporary wark structure will incinde all costs associated with the design, materials, labor,

installation, removal and disposal of the structure.
103-2.2 Partied Payments: When.......Paynient will be made under: liem No. 103-1- Temporary

Work Structury

Loy Sum.

The Contractor has b
accordance with the at

2,

S

cen paid 73% of the Jump sum bid price as of the last monthly estimate in
ove specification,




Key Points — Tem porai vy Detour Bridge

i
1. Contractor is required to consiruct the temporary bridge and its

foundation
pay iteri 1

The FDOT furnished p

item #102-2-1special d

quantity of 1. There

interest for this issue afe B1-10 thro B1-25 Report of Core Borings,

[Construction Phasing,

Foundation Layout, B2
B2-11Detour Bridge T

The applicable specific
specification for the pi
2010 Section 455 Strus

Also, the 201 [ Standard
specifically calling out

The concept for the fq

piles (H-piles}. H-pile

- effective based on the hard rock conditions as depicted in

On October 16, 2011, 4 Pil
EDOT for Review. The foundation plan presented by the Contractor ¢

for one lump sum as stated in the plans by the Pay [tem 102-2-1 and the
ote on sheet

ans and specifications for the project at the time of award, On plan sheet 2 is the pay
stour 1 (21087325201) with a unit of 1and payment type One Lump Sum, with a

is a pay item nofe associated with the pay item on sheet 6. The primary plan sheets of
B1-26 thru B1-28 Foundation Layout, B2~
B2.72 thru B2-4 Detour Bridge Plan and Elevation, B2-5 thru B2-7 Detour Bridge

8 Detour Bridge Pile Installation Table, B2-9 thru B2-10 Detour Bridge Sections and

elails.

ations are in the supplemental specifications Section 102-6 Detours. The applicable
le driving operations is in the Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction

stusres Foundations.

Index modifications will be referenced.  Plan sheet B2-2 and B2-5 hasa general note
‘ndex numbers 21600 and 21620. Contract time commenced on September 29,2011,

undation of the temporary bridge in the contract bid documents use HP 14573 steel
s were selected by the Engineer of Record becausethey were deemed to be more cost
the Core Borings (sheets B1-10 thru BI-25),

e Foundation Plan for the temporary bridge ies prepared and submitted to the
hanged the foundation to 24 inch

diameter steel pipe piling with 1/2 inch wall thickness, The switch to pipe piling was allowed asthis isa

permissible foundation type in Standard Index
computation errors. |In mid- February, a subsequent foundation plan wit

temporary bridge.

21630, However, the initiaj submittal was rejected due to
h pipe piles was approved for the

On February 13, 2012, the FDOT received a letter titled "Request for Direction - Pile installation".

The main request of th

The note states the following: "5. Hard layers of li

of piles may be diffict
holes as authorized by
sueface, Install pites b
refusal, whichever is I
same nole appears in £
Contractor is using 24

On February 24, 2012
cost to the FDOT. T
irem note 102-2-1omn 3
mnecluding maintenancy
requested payment fo
rank order of contract

letter was for direction in regard fo a plan note 5 on sheet B2-5 of the contract plans.
mestone may be encountered at varying elevations. Driving
[t. If minimum penetration requirements cannot be achieved, instal! piles in preformed
the Engineer, Preforming hole depth a minimum of 5 feet from top of the rock

v driving a minimum of 3 feet below bottom of preformed hole to required capacity or
Les. Preformed holes shall be 20 in diameter,” It is important to note that the exact
he approved pile driving plan submitted by the Contractor {Attachment 9}, The

inch diameter pipe piling which requires a larger preform pile hole,

the FDOT responded and gave direction to proceed with preforming at no additional

L basis For no additional cost is the plan note for Pay Item 102-2-1Special Detour. Pay
heet 6 states "Includes all construction associated with the temporary detour bridge,

. and removal, Includes.....” The pay item is one lump sum. The Contractor has

¢ preformed pile holes under specification 455-5.9 Preform Pile Holes. However, in the
Hocuments, this specification is superseded by the Pay [teth note 102-2-1 on sheet 6.




Summary- FDOT Posjtion

It is the FDOTSs position that contract documents place the responsibility and risks associated with the

construction of the work platform upon GLF,with payment to be made as one lump sum.

On the temporary bijdge the Contractor is required to construct the temporary bridge and its
foundation for one lump sum as stated in the plans by the Pay Item 102-2-1and the pay item note on shest 6.
It is the FDOT’s position that the Contractor modified the design of the temporary bridge foundation which

solidifies his responsibility for the foundation.

Based on the above, thé Department respectfully requests that the RDRB find the contiactor to not be entitled

to cempensation for these two issues with regards to preform pile holes,




Dispules Revieéw Board Findings

1. Initial attempts to instal the Contractor’s choice of 24 inch diameter pipe piles were
unsuccdssful as a result of subsurface rock.

2. The Cohiractor advised the FDOT of this situation and requested authorization to preform
the pile{holes and additionally requested compensation in accordance with 2010 Standard
Specifigation Section 455-5.9.3. (Sec footnote #1)

3. The FIDOT requested pricing and indicated that a Supplemental Agreement would

be pro

¢essed. (See footnote #3)

4, Subsequently the FDOT provided authorization to preform the pile holes,
however, the FDOT position concerning additional compensation was reversed.
(see footnote #7)

5. Pay itdm #103-1-8 work stracture and pay item #102-2-1special detour are
clearly designated in the plans as Lump Sum pay itemns with a quantity of 1.

6. Specification Section 455 Structures and Foundations covers foundations and

structu

s, Subsections 455-3 to 455-12 cover piling. Subsection 455-9 covers Preformed

Pile Holes. Subsections 455-5-9.2 and 455-9.3 address the contract provisions relating to
the need for preformin% pile holes and the issue of additional compensation for

preforr

ring pile holes. !

455-5.9,2 Provisions for Use of Preformed Pite Holes: The Departnient

gencrally anticipaies the necessity for Preformed Pile Holes and inclides directions in the -

Contraci Doc

uments. The Department will pay for Preformed Piles Holes when the

Coniractor establishes that the required resulls cannot be obtained when driving the load

bearing piles

Lvith specified driving equipment, or if jelting is aflowed, while jetting the

piles and ther driving or while jeiting the piles during driving.

will make pay

where the (g

penetration of
as reasons for
fa) Imabili
{6} To pen
#o! suf]

(¢} To obig
contail

() To obtg

455-5.9.3 Conditlons Under Which Payment Will Be Muade: The Department
nent for Preformed Pile Holes showat in the plans, requtived by the Engineer or
ntractor demonsivates that such work is necessary (o achieve the required
the pile. The Department considers, but does 1ot limit to, the following conditions
\Preformed Pile Holes: :

v to drive piles fo the requived penetration with driving and jeiting equipment
strate a hard layer or layers of rock or strong strafunt that the Engincer considers
iciently thick fo support the struclure

in greater penelration hnfo dense (strong) material and into dense material

ing holes, cavities, or unstable soft layers

iin penelration into stratum in which it is desirable to found the structure

(e) To minjmize the effects of vibrations or heqving on adjacen! existing structures

112610 Standd

rd Specifications, Section 455, Subsections 455-9.2 and 455-9.3

10




7. Specification Section 102 Maintenance of Traffic covers requirements for maintaining
traffic flow with temporary traffic control measures. Subsection 102-6 covers logistical
issues with regard to obtaining temporary bridge components from the FDOT.

sation Section 103 Temperary Work Structures specifically covers the
nents for contractor design and construction of temporary structures to support
struction operation.

Specifi
‘require
the con
9, Noted
requice
Bridge

on plan sheet B2-5 refers to Specification Section 455-5.2 with regard to the
i pile driving system to be used during construction of the Temporary Detour

on plan sheet B2-8 refers to Specification Section 455-5.8 with regard to the pile
tion requirements for the Temporary Detour Bridge.

. A note
penetra

Disputes Review Board Recommendation

The DRB has not been
the issue of quantificati

nsked to address the question of quantification and does not offer an opinion on
o

Spegification section 435 clearly and specifically provides for compensation ta the Contractor when
preformed pile holes are a necessity. The critical question in this dispute, given the project documents, is
whether or not the provisions of specification section 455 apply to the construction of the Temporary
Detour Bridge and to the Temporary Work Structure. The choice of a lump sum pay format does not set
aside specific contract language providing for additional compensation when a specified condition exits.
Other than the administrative discussion in specification section 102 Maintenance of Traffic (subsection
102-6), specification section 455 is the only technical specification addressing the technical specification
for piling installation. Additionally, plan notes refer the Contractor to specification section 455-5.2 with
regard to the pile driving system for the Temporary Detour Bridge and to section 455-5.8 with regard to
pile penetration requirements for the Temporary Detour Bridge. Given the absence of any clear notice to
the contrary in the documents, the Contractor’s reliance on specification section 455 is justified with

regard to preforming p

The technical specifica
Temporary Work Strug
Section 103 does not ¢
no references in the dra

It is the DRB’s recomn
with the preforming of;

[t is the DRB’s recemn
associated with the prey

{e holes for the Temporary Detour Bridge.

tions for the temporary work structure are provided in specification section 103
tures, which assigns responsibility for design and construction to the Contractor.
itain a provision for additional compensation for preforming pile holes. There are
wings to section 455 with vegard to the temporary work structure,

1endation that GLF is entitled to additional compensaticn for the work associated
pile holes for the Temporary Detour Bridge structure,

rendation that GLF is not entitled {o additional compensation for the work

forming of pile holes for the Temporary Work Structure.




The Board appreciates the cooperation of all parties and the information presented for review in order ¢
make this recommendation.

1 certify that [ have parficipated in all meetings and discussions regarding the issues and concur with the
findings and recomnendation. ’

Respectfully submitted,
Disputes Review Board

Ralph Ellis Jr. = Chairman
Jimumy Lairscey — Menrbe'r
Robert Robertory - Meiiber

Signed for all with the goncurrence of all members.

M%ﬂ;f%fﬂ

Ralph D. Ellis, Jr.,
Chairman '
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